AND PRIVATE CONFESSION OF SECRET SINS. 25
(C)   ABSOLUTION AND AUKICULAR CONFESSION.
On the subject also of priestly absolution it appears plainly from this Correspondence that the view of these Eitualists differs only in degree from that of Borne. The doctrine of both is virtually the same ; both holding- that a priest quoad priest has the power, by pronouncing a certain formula of words, of conveying to the soul of the sinner an actual forgiveness of sins, and that of such forgiveness the sinner cannot be made so certain in any other way. This is evidently quite a different thing from the Church of England view (as expressed in our formularies), viz. that the priest has committed to Mm (by the Church and through the Church) a simple authority to declare and pronounce the Gospel Message of God's pardon and absolution to all those who truly repent; and that this Message he is empowered to deliver either generally or personally., that is, in such a fashion as it may best be laid hold on by the penitent sinner according to his circumstance.
And further, the virtual identity of the Eitualist view with that of Rome on priestly absolution, is exhibited in the fact that in all cases where they use this power, the Eitualist clergy require previously a private confession of secret sins as a necessary part of their sin-forgiving ordinance, and assign moreover to penance and direction (which must be carefully distinguished from repentance and counsel) the same places as those they hold in that Eomish system which was rejected by our Church at the Reformation. In fact the very term which is now coming into vogue for one of these Confessing Priests, ' Father Confessor' or c Father so and so5 is an unmistakable proof of Romanizing tendencies, or rather development, in this particular. The only difference between c moderate * Eituand Rome upon this subject appears to be that they